Introduction
Acute pancreatitis (AP) is also known as the acute inflammatory process of the pancreas. It has an annual incidence of about 20-40 cases per 100,000 persons every year [1] . It is among one of the most common diseases of the gastrointestinal (GI) tract requiring hospitalization, and costing more than two billion dollars to the United States economy [2] [3] . In our hospital, It was observed that patients with AP were not being fully resuscitated and managed according to the standard of care, 2013 American College Of Gastroenterology guidelines, which lead to the conduct of this educational study. It has been well documented in the literature that increased compliance with clinical practice guidelines results in improved patient outcomes i.e., reduced mortality, decreased length of hospital stay, and low rate of infections [4] [5] . We decided to do this study to assess residents knowledge and practices about adherence to 2013 guidelines based on the American College of Gastroenterology (ACG) recommendations for the early management of AP in a community-based hospital setting so that measures can be taken to improve adherence to the standard of care guidelines for better outcomes.
Materials And Methods
This study is a cross-sectional study conducted at Abington Jefferson Health. All current internal medicine from Postgraduate Year-1 (PGY-1) to Postgraduate Year-4 (PGY-4) and surgical residents from Postgraduate Year-1 (PGY-1) to Postgraduate Year-5 (PGY-5) were included. A 16 questions data collection questionnaire form was developed based upon the 2013 guidelines by ACG about early management of AP (Appendix A). The questionnaire was created using the SurveyMonkey (SurveyMonkey Inc.; San Mateo, California, USA) tool and was sent to all participants via email. IM PGY-3 responders, provided the most correct answers, about 61% on average for all questions in the questionnaire. While only 58% questions were answered correctly by PGY-2 and 60% questions were answered correctly by PGY-1 IM residents ( Figure 1 ). Only one respondent from IM PGY-4 gave 62% correct answers. Only 20% (n=5/25) surgery residents responded to the survey, and they gave correct answers for about 46% questions on the questionnaire correct.
FIGURE 1: Correct answers for IM
IM and surgical resident comparison for correct answers was 60% vs. 46% respectively with a low response rate from surgery residents. Residents showed lack of knowledge (<50% correct answers) specifically in questions related to diagnosis, initial assessment/risk stratification and role of endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography (ERCP)/surgery. However, greater than 50% correct answers were given for fluid resuscitation, the role of antibiotics, and nutrition ( 
Discussion
AP is one of the common GI diseases requiring hospital admission with significant morbidity and mortality. There are many standard of care guidelines available for the management of AP issued by different gastroenterology and surgical societies. In 2010, a systematic review was done which analyzed almost 30 worldwide guidelines about AP using validated guideline scoring system. It has shown that the 2006 ACG guidelines had the highest quality scores among American based guidelines (Revised in 2013). Internationally, there are three other wellaccepted guidelines available which include the British Society of Gastroenterology (BSG) guidelines, the Japan Society of Abdominal Emergency Medicine (JSAEM) guidelines, and the International Association of Pancreatology (AP) guidelines [6] .
Like every disease, evidence-based treatment is essential to deliver high quality of care with better outcomes. Many studies have been done inside and outside of the United States of America which has shown poor adherence to the standard of care guidelines among physicians and surgeons [7] [8] . The mortality rate in AP is influenced by many factors with various degrees including age, etiology, the extent of necrosis, and presence of multi-organ failure [9] [10] .
Patients managed according to standard guidelines/protocols have shown better outcome in term of complications rate, length of hospital stay, morbidity and mortality [11] .
Majority of the current guidelines have consensus on measures in managing AP like early aggressive fluid resuscitation and enteral nutrition, endoscopic sphincterotomy for dilated common bile duct with impacted gallstones with impending acute cholangitis and prophylactic role of antibiotics in selected patients, which has shown better clinical outcomes [12] .
There are many barriers which can lead to poor adherence to standard guidelines including physicians lack of knowledge and lack of clinical decision support tools. It has been shown that there were better clinical outcomes with increased adherence to guidelines after educating physicians and the introduction of clinical decision support tools in managing patients with AP [11] [12] . It is very important that residents and physicians must have a good fund of knowledge about current guidelines for managing AP.
The limitations of this study include a single center study, low sample size, and a low response rate from surgery residents.
Residents/physicians need more education about clinical practice guidelines regarding the early management of AP. It can be achieved by arranging educational lectures and placing the summarized guidelines on hospital's clinical decision support page. It is important to formulate an admission order set in the Electronic Medical Records system based on standardized guidelines for the early management of AP to achieve improved patient outcomes.
Conclusions
Overall IM PGY-3 residents showed better knowledge and understanding about the standard of care guidelines for the early management of AP followed by IM PGY-1 and IM PGY-2. Residents showed a lack of knowledge in questions related to diagnosis, initial assessment/risk stratification, and the role of ERCP and surgery as compared to better performance in fluid resuscitation, the role of antibiotics, and nutrition. The low survey response rate from surgery residents prevented meaningful comparisons between the residency programs. 
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